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Our cover presents the faculty and administrative 
officers 0/ the law school meeting in concert. Through-
out the year, these men join together to make recom-
mendations, analyze problems and deal with situations 
directly and immediately affecting the student body. 
In effect, they establish and apply school policy. Then 
too, the individual professor plays an important role 
in the application 0/ policy. Depicted above is the one 
most affected by this decision making - the student. 
The nature and status 0/ the school's publications, 
the marking system and its application and, indeed, 
the very philosophy 0/ legal education which guides 
this and other schools are subjects 0/ deep interest to 
the student. They are examined in this issue. 
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A Search For Their Role in Legal Education 
By William P. Statsky 
Chairman 
Board of Editor's Committee on Publications 
THE TASK OF RE-EVALUATION 
Since the publication of a law review strains the 
school's budget almost as much as it exhausts the 
talents of student personnel, critics demand that the 
review justify its existence. What is the relationship 
between the law review and the legal community, and 
much more importantly, what is the review's relation-
ship to the legal education of the student body? 
These questions were raised in 1954 when Boston 
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College began its publication of the Annual Survey of 
Massachusetts Law and they were raised again in 1958 
when the school initiated the Industrial and Com-
mercial Law Review. The present Board of Editors 
fully realizes that as the school progresses, answers 
to these questions must be subjected to periodic re-
evaluation. It also rec9gnizes that the task of re-evalu-
ation should engage i the entire law school. Conse-
quently, the present article is an attempt to acquaint 
the alumni and the student body with the issues under 
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consideration and to solicit their views on the direc-
tion which a publications' policy should take. 
THE ANNUAL SURVEY OF MASSA-
CHUSETTS LAW 
When Dean William J. Kenealy, S. J. announced 
the publication of the Annual Survey of Massachusetts 
Law in 1954, he expressed the expectation that the 
Survey would "provide critical training for our stu-
dents and a valuable reference work for the practicing 
bar." A large group of students worked with twenty-
eight professors, practicing attorneys and government 
administrators to compile the huge volume of judicial 
and legislative material which MassachusettS produced 
during the year. 
Since 1958, however, with the publication of the 
Industrial and Commercial Law Review, student par-
ticipation in the Survey has steadily decreased. At 
present, one student editor works closely with a 
faculty editor-in-chief. Except for some proof reading 
and indexing performed by the entire Industrial and 
Commercial staff, this one individual represents the 
only meaningful student connection with the Survey. 
On December I, 1966, the present Board of Editors 
established a committee on publications to examine 
the present structure of the Survey and to make recom-
mendations where needed. After intensive debate, the 
committee concluded that improvements in the 
Survey should be made primarily to make the publi-
cation more relevant to the legal education of the 
student body. 
One proposal presented was to revert to the 1954 
policy of active student involvement. Substantial al-
terations, however, were considered. The emphasis 
would be away from the survey or restatement func-
tion of the publication; the focus would be on critical 
commentary of noteworthy material. While some out-
side experts would still be invited to write some 
chapters, the bulk of the volume would be written and 
edited by students. 
The committee, however, was unsatisfied with this 
proposal. Rather than attempting to restructure the 
Survey, the committee insisted on asking more basic 
questions: ( 1) why should Boston College Law 
School have a Massachusetts oriented publication at 
all, and (2) should the efforts required to improve 
the Survey be channeled into the establishment of an 
entirely new publication? 
Investigation revealed that there was a need for a 
Journal of Law Relating to Minors which would con-
centrate on the legal problems in the field of juvenile 
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delinquency. It was also discovered that a contribution 
could be made by establishing a speciatized legal 
journal on donative transactions. Why not double the 
present law review staff and set up a sister publication 
to rhe Industrial and Commercial Law Review? In-
stead of the present Board of Editors, a Board of 
Publications would be instituted to oversee an inte-
grated staff working on both volumes. 
What about the Survey? The committee felt that 
the "service" which the Survey provides for the 
Massachusetts bar did not justify the efforts required 
to put it together. This was true even if the structure 
of the Survey was substantially altered as suggested 
above. Another law review in Boston emphasizes New 
England law and the local bar associations regularly 
publish articles on Massachusetts law. Although the 
existence of these other publications does not fore-
close the need for a competing volume on Massa-
chusetts law such as the Survey, the committee felt 
that the law school could make a greater contribution 
by publishing a journal of wider scope. Therefore it 
was the unanimous conclusion of the committee that 
Boston College Law School should abolish the Survey 
and institute a new publication which, though spe-
cialized, would not be limited to the problems of one 
jurisdiction. 
CONFLICT BETWEEN THE COMMIT-
TEE AND THE BOARD 
A majority of the Board of Editors felt otherwise. 
The Board was not ready to accept the idea of a new 
publication. The Industrial and Commercial Law Re-
view is only eight years old; its continued progress 
depends on the undivided devotion of a staff dedicated 
to its development. Any substantial diversion of that 
devotion by the establishment of a new law review 
could dilute the quality of the Industrial and Com-
mercial Law Review. Any decision to increase the staff 
of the law review should be geared to providing more 
manpower for the existing law review. The committee 
was unable to convince the Board that the institution 
of a new publication would not impede the progress 
of the Industrial and Commercial Law Review. 
Since the Board had taken the view that any addi-
tions to the law review staff should be used to improve 
the existing Industrial and Commercial Law Review, 
the Board could not accept any plan to restructure the 
Annual Survey of Massachusetts Law which would call 
for additional law review students to work on the 
Survey alone. Hence the Survey was caught in 'a di-
lemma: it was unsatisfactory in its present form but 
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any new form would require additional manpower 
which the Board was not willing to allocate. The only 
remaining alternative was to disassociate the Survey 
from the law review. 
One proposal, which was not formally voted upon, 
was to recommend to the faculty that a staff of non-
law review students be formulated to run the Survey. 
The Board of Editors sent this proposal back to its 
committee for further investigation. 
Also sent back to the committee was the defeated 
proposal to institute an entirely new publication. The 
committee was given another opportunity to convince 
a majority of the Board. In addition, the committee 
was asked to study the possibility of increasing the 
size of the Industrial and Commercial Law Review by 
publishing more pages and more issues. The Board 
wanted to know whether such an increase could im-
prove the present Law Review. 
CONFLICT BETWEEN LAW REVIEW 
AND OTHER STUDENT PROGRAMS 
Any analysis of a publications policy must examine 
the relationship between law review and other pro-
grams for the legal education of the student body. 
How would these other programs be affected by a 
larger law review staff - whether this staff works on 
an improved Survey, a larger Industrial and Commer-
cial Law Review or a new publication? 
Unfortunately, the major rival competing for the 
time and energies of law review students is the class-
room. Ideally, what a law review member learns from 
his writing experience allows him to be better 
equipped to handle the class problems posed by the 
professor. In practice, however, the time-consuming 
demands of the law review force the student to ne-
glect his class preparation. This conflict can only be 
resolved by evaluating the goals of the classroom and 
by determining whether these goals clash with what 
law review hopes the participating student· gains by 
publishing. This matter will be further examined 
below. 
Another conflict exists between law review and the 
moot court program. Ever since the establishment of 
the law review, student participation in moot court 
has declined. Many law review students who. would 
like to become involved in moot court are unable 
to do so because of their publication responsibilities. 
There are numerous other programs - presently 
existing and in the planning stages - whose success 
can be endangered if law review absorbs more students 
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by substantial increases in its staff. Groups of students 
have been actively engaged in civil rights and indi-
gent defense projects. Proposals have been made to 
establish programs designed to provide student assist-
ance in the writing of appellate briefs and in the 
preparation of land use projects for governmental 
agencies. 
This noticeable trend toward making the third year 
of law school a vehicle for comprehensive commit-
ment to specialized projects has great merit. But how 
are all of these programs to be staffed? Is it desirable 
to increase the law review staff to provide a publica-
tion experience for more students and hence lessen 
the manpower available for these other programs? 
Or should the present law review be kept at its 
present size and thereby not interfere with the staff-
ing of these other programs? 
An intelligible answer will depend in part, on an 
understanding of the value of a law review writing 
experience. 
THE VALUE OF LAW REVIEW: 
A CASE STUDY 
On July 8, 1966, Boston College Law School sent 
a note of congratulations to Timothy 1. Review. The 
grades he obtained in the first year of Law school 
placed him among the top twenty of his class, thus 
qualifying him for law review. Although Tim was 
basically a humble man, he could not hide his ex-
citement. 
P. Edward Editor, Tim's editor, showed him around 
the law review office. After an initiation cocktail 
parry, Tim is ready to begin, or so he thinks. His 
editor informs him that the first of his two writing 
assignments will be a tax comment: The Use of a 
Net Operating Loss Carryover by a Corporation which 
has Undergone a Chapter X Bankruptcy Reorganiza-
tion. 
"Will there be any tort law involved," Tim meekly 
asked his editor? "No," replied the editor authorita-
tively, "most of the writing assignments deal with 
areas that students know little about. But don't let 
that disturb you, Tim. Remember, most lawyers are 
confronted with problems with which they have had 
very little contact. What is important is not famili-
arity with a topic, but an ability to reason and research 
creatively. Hopefully, you will take steps toward de-
veloping the latter skill through this tax assignment." 
Tim was able to muster a smile of understanding as 
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the editor completed what seemed to be a speech 
which had been delivered before. 
As expected, the research for his tax comment 
seemed to pose monumental problems. There were 
hundreds of cases on the general area of his topic. 
How was he to give focus to the comment in order 
to avoid what his editor had described as a broad 
rehash of ideas already treated? 
After three solid weeks of work, Tim was ready 
with a rough outline of a first draft. His confidence 
began to rise. Unfortunately, after a long exhausting 
session with his editor, Tim had to face the fact that 
he was far from the goal of publishibility, i.e., of im-
primaturdom. Every aspect of his initial attempt had 
been scrutinized; no idea was left untested. 
It wasn't until his sixth draft, some two months 
after he had begun, that his draft was accepted by 
the editor-in-chief. His final draft had almost no 
resemblance to his first. Tim realized that he had 
made a great many mistakes and that his final prod-
uct was due in great part to the group efforts of many 
students who had worked with him. 
CONCLUSION: DEGREE CREDITS 
INDEPENDENT OF THE CLASSROOM 
It is the opinion of this writer that the present 
staff of the law review should be expanded to allow 
more students to participate. This opinion raises the 
three related problems referred to above: how are 
classroom responsibilities to be met; how will an 
increased law review staff affect other upper class 
programs; and how should the law review members 
be selected? 
It is unrealistic to gauge the award of a law school 
degree solely on the grades received in examinations. 
A student's performance outside the classroom in law 
review, moot court and other such programs should 
be an integral part of the faculty's final evaluation of 
a. student. These programs should be a partial basis 
on which credits are awarded in lieu of total reliance 
on the taking of courses. 
The classroom is, of course, an essential part of 
every law school. It is submitted, however, that a 
successful classroom is one which enables the student 
to function outside the classroom as soon as possible. 
It is not suggested that after the first year the 
classroom should become less important; rather it is 
argued that the latter part of a student's law school 
career should become an experimental period during 
which the skills developed in early classroom experi-
ence are applied and critically evaluated. 
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The role of law review is to provide one vehicle 
for such experimentation. The same is true of the 
other programs mentioned above. An increased law 
review staff would not conflict with these other pro-
grams since the lessening of classroom pressures would 
make more students available for more experimental 
programs. 
The selection of law review members has alway~ 
presented difficult problems. Although the method 
of choosing the first twenty students of a class 
with the highest grades has been successful, every 
law review student will agree that this method by-
passes many potentially good writers who are not in 
the top twenty. If the school institutes a new publica-
tion, perhaps its staff could be made up of volunteers 
from the entire class who are willing to devote the 
necessary effort and are able to comply with editorial 
standards. 
Finally, it should be noted that the positions taken 
in the latter part of this article are not intended to be 
representative of the views of the present Board of 
Editors. Rather, these positions are representative of 
only some of the possible solutions which have been 
proposed in response to the Board's undertaking to 
re-evaluate its publications policy within the frame-
work of the law school's entire structure. 
The Law School Forum is in the process of develop-
ing new ways to provide law-related programs for the 
infol·mation and enjoyment of all elements of the stu-
dent body. In addition to the Thursday morning 
Forum hours, other more specialized programs are be-
ing investigated. A film sel·ies is projected for the 
month of April with well-known legally oriented 
films being shown. In addition, the possibility of ob-
taining current best sellers in law and politics, at 
publisher's pl·ices, is being investigated. If inquiries 
are successful they will be made available at cost in 
the law school. 
Beginning next September an author's series will 
be presented, probably on Sunday afternoons, featur-
ing authors of recent legal publicatiom. If feasible, the 
alumni will be encouraged to participate. Other proj-
ects and events are also under consideration. In all 
instances, the primary criterion is that there be a con-
tribution to our "legal education," within the broad 
meaning of that term. Additional ideas or suggestions 
are always welcome and may be left in the S.B.A. 
mailbox or taken up directly with any member of the 
Forum. 
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MEMORANDUM 
TO: The Faculty 
FROM: Law Review Editors 
I t is common knowledge that the grading system at 
Boston College Law School has been the subject 
of widespread student criticism. Although many of 
the critics can be dismissed as the recent recipients 
of low grades, the undersigned have prepared this 
memorandum in the belief that some of the criticism 
is valid and that the grading system can be improved. 
The criticisms take several forms, the validity of 
which must be examined. The main points of these 
criticisms are summarized as follows: 
l. High grades have disproportionately large point 
values relative to average grades. This penalizes the 
steady performer with average grades, and rewards the 
student who scores high in one course and below 
average in several. 
2. The various professors use different parts of 
the grade scale, moreover the parts used do not con-
tain the same number of gradations. (See Appendix 
A.) This means that grades in different courses can-
not be compared, that grades from different pro-
fessors in the same course cannot be compared, and 
that doing well in some courses is more valuable, 
averagewise, than doing well in others. 
3. The grade most often given is equal to the 
grade average which must be maintained in order to 
remain in school, namely "C" or 3.0. This necessarily 
generates a large amount of apprehension, especially 
among first year students. Further, this at least argu-
ably tells the world that Boston College Law School 
has only average students. 
4. The ranking of students, at least below the 4.0 
level, is meaningless, because the point differences 
among their averages are so minimal. The argument 
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DATE: 
Grading System 
January 30, 1967 
is that these minimal differences do not result from, 
nor reflect, differences in true performances, capabil-
ities, or any other meaningful indicia. 
5. Honors are set at such a level, relative to present 
grading patterns, so as to make their attainment real-
istically impossible for all but one or two students in 
each class. 
Each of these points is discussed in more detail 
below, but a few general remarks are in order at the 
outset. It is felt that purposes of a grading system are 
to distinguish the relative performances of the vari-
ous students within each course, and to enable the 
true relative ranking of students on their overall per-
formance . We recognize that there is no system of 
grading that is perfect, and that any system has its 
theoretical and practical difficulties. We do feel it 
appropriate, however, to make some suggestions for 
the improvement of the system currently in use at our 
school. 
l. Under the present grading system, an "A" grade 
is valued at thrice the "C" grade, and "B" twice "C", 
the point values being 9, 6, and 3, respectively. Under 
this scale, the following results are possible (assum-
ing, for simplicity, all courses of one credit) : 
Student No.1 
A 9 
B 6 
C 3 
C 3 
D 2 
F 0 
23 (Avg. - 3.83) 
Student No.2 
C 3 
C 3 
C 3 
C 3 
C 3 
C 3 
18 (Avg.-3.0) 
1 
Student No. 3 
A 9 
A 9 
F 0 
F 0 
F 0 
F 0 
18 (Avg.-3.0) 
It is our consensus that No. 1 is not demonstrably 
superior to No.2, and that No.3 is demonstrably in-
ferior to No.2. Yet, under traditional class ranks, 
No.1 is in that magic upper third of the class that is 
invited to most job interviews, whereas No. 2 and 
No.3 are at the very bottom of the class. This dispar-
ity is caused by the above-mentioned relative dis-
parity in point values. 
It was initially felt that the situation could be rec-
tified by changing the relative point values so that 
"C" would fall at the mathematical mid-point of the 
scale and thus be worth approximately one-half the 
value of an "A." It was expected that this change 
would yield the desired results by devaluing the up-
per end of the scale relative to the center of the 
scale. On this hypothetical scale, "A+" was 15 points, 
"A" - 14, etc., with "e" being 8. It was found, 
however, that this change simply raises the averages of 
all students by five points, but does not change the 
point differential or class rank of any student. The 
reason for this is that the incremental increase in 
point value for each higher grade is still a constant 
one point, as in the present system. 
Thus, in order to devalue the higher grades, the 
point values for successively higher grades must be 
increased at a decreasing rate. With this in mind, a 
grade structure was devised which would approxi-
mately equate students No.1 and No.2, and under 
which student No. 3 would flunk out. This grade 
structure is as follows (with point differentials in 
brackets) : 
A 100 
A- 97 [3} 
B+ 94 O} 
B 89 [5} 
B- 84 [5} 
C+ 77 [7} 
C 70 [7} 
D 60 [1O} 
F 40 [IO} 
This system remedies the injustices in the hypo-
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thetical posited above, but upon applying this struc-
ture to the first-year grades received last year by the 
present second-year class, the resulting changes were 
not as extreme as we had expected. The new system 
was applied to the top thirty students in the class, and 
while there was some reshuffling of class rank, only 
one student dropped out of the top twenty, and one 
student rose into it. (See Appendix B.) While we 
did not carry our calculations below thirty, we feel 
secure in saying that no drastic changes would result, 
if this system were adopted, and that class ranks 
would be affected only within groups of twenty, with 
only the marginal students moving into and out of 
a particular group. 
Our conclusion from this is that to effect what we 
considered as desirable would require that the in-
cremental increase for successively higher grades be so 
small as to make the obtaining of the higher grades 
meaningless. Thus, given as alternatives those that we 
have discussed, namely, the 15 point system and the 
100 point system, we feel that the present system 
provides an adequate framework, and that the bene-
fits to be derived by any system requiring drastic 
change would not be substantial enough to warrant 
its implementation. 
2. Although the present scale provides an ade-
quate framework, it is submitted that the system does 
not achieve the desired results because of the manner 
in which it is currently being used. The problem is 
threefold: 1) Professors use different parts of the 
grade scale (e.g., one professor used six gradations 
from "B" to "P"; another used six gradations from 
"A-" to "e"); 2) Often these differing parts consist 
of different numbers of gradations (e.g., one professor 
used five gradations, another used nine gradations); 
3) Professors emphasize different parts of the grade 
scale (e.g., one professor gave only twelve grades 
above "C+ ", whereas another gave fifty-three). These 
usages place a premium upon doing well in certain 
courses rather than others, because under present pat-
terns, the following results could occur. 
Assume two students taking the same six courses. 
In the first three courses the highest grade used by 
the professors is "A", and in the second three courses 
the highest grade used by the professors is "B". If 
student No. 1 receives the highest, or "A", grade in 
the first three courses, and "c" in the second three, 
while student No.2 receives the highest, or "B", grade 
in the second three courses and "C" in the first three, 
student No. 1 will have a cumulative average sub-
stantially higher than student No.2 . The mathematics 
SUI JURIS 
~ 
.. 
of the two averages is as follows : 
Student No. 1 Student No.2 
A 9 C 3 
A 9 C 3 
A 9 C 3 
C 3 B 6 
C 3 B 6 
C 3 B 6 
36 (Avg.-6.0) 27 (Avg.-4.5) 
It is important to remember that each has topped his 
class in three courses, but this is not reflected in the 
averages. We submit that the performances of the 
two students are fundamentally equivalent, and that 
the difference is a direct result of the differing usage 
of the present grading system. 
The table attached as Appendix A illustrates the 
grading patterns of the professors who taught twenty-
one first and second year required and elective courses 
last year. As shown in this table, "A" was the highest 
grade given :in eleven courses, "A-" in five; "B+" 
in twO and "B" in three. "A+" was not used at all; 
"P" was used in seven and "D" in thirteen. The table 
also shows the variations in the amount of the scale 
used by different professors. 
There are at least two ways to solve this threefold 
problem. The first cannot be seriously suggested, since 
it is to impose a quota system on the faculty, requir-
ing each professor to use the entire scale and grade 
on a "bell-shaped" curve principle. 
Rather, it is suggested that a slight modification of 
the incumbent system, will accommodate the grading 
patterns presently being used, and the modified system 
will be such as to be more fully utilized. The modi-
fication suggested is the elimination of differentiation 
in the "A" grades by eliminating the "A+" and 
"A- " grades, and valuing "A" at eight points. This 
is not a radical innovation, given the absence of 
"C-", "D+" , and "D-" from the current scale. 
This would reduce the number of gradations by two, 
so that the new scale would contain eight gradations. 
It would be our expectation that the few superior 
papers in each course each year would receive the 
grade "B+". The unusually distinguished paper, 
which is received only infrequently, would be awarded 
the high grade of "A", and if a class should produce 
no superior papers, the highest grade given would be 
the grade of "B". 
This system makes more reliable the comparisons of 
grades received from different professors teaching 
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different courses, and of particular importance, of 
grades received from different professors teaching the 
same courses. Accordingly, we recommend that this 
change be adopted by the faculty. 
(We recognize that there is another problem created 
by present grading patterns to which this recom-
mendation is not totally responsive. The use of a dif-
ferent third-year standard renders difficult, if not im-
possible, an accurate evaluation of total performance. 
We recommend that whatever grading system the 
faculty uses be applied uniformly to all three classes.) 
3. Apart from the scale itself, we now direct our 
attention to the emphasis placed on, rather than use 
of, certain grades. The grade most often given at the 
Law School is "C', that grade equivalent to the aver-
age that must be maintained to remain in school. 
(See Appendix C.) This seems anomalous, in light 
of the assertions that the quality of the student body 
is increasing, the "mean" LSA T is getting higher 
each year, and the like. Since we feel that the grade 
given most often should not be the marginal grade, we 
feel that one of twO approaches should be adopted. 
The more desirable of these would be for faculty to 
reorient its thinking of "average" around the "C+" 
range. The second alternative is to reduce the aver-
age needed to remain in school to such a level that a 
student receiving all average, or "c" grades, except 
for one "D" grade, would not flunk out. This would 
reduce the "flunk-out" average to approximately 2.8 
on the eight or ten point scale. ' 
These proposals seem to be consistent with the 
quality of the present student body, and we recom-
mend the adoption of one or the other, preferably 
the former. 
4. The "utopian" solution to the problem of rank-
ing is to do away with it altogether, but we realize 
that this is impractical. However, we feel that the 
assigning of each student to a particular slot in the 
class is meaningless, at least when the lower grade 
averages are involved. The bunching and closeness of 
averages causes rank differences to be unreflective 
of student capacity or performance. We recommend, 
therefore, that individual ranks be determined for the 
upper part of the class, the top third for example, and 
that the balance of a class be ranked in groups of 
some number or quintiles. 
5. The averages required to achieve academic hon-
ors are unrealistic i~ terms of present grading pat-
terns, unless it is des/ired as a matter of policy to ex-
tend honors to only one or two students each year. 
If the proposed changes in the grade structure are 
9 
adopted, the honors requirements will have to be 
adjusted. Regardless of any change, however, we 
recommend that the requirements be made more real-
istic. Two possible alternatives are suggested: 1) 
"cum laude" be equivalent with Dean's list, and the 
other honors adjusted accordingly; 2) the top 10% 
of each graduating class be accorded honors, the top 
1 % summa, the next 3 % magna, the next 6 % cum. 
These are only suggestions, and our recommendations 
go only to the adjustment of the honors requirements 
to realistic levels. 
Weare grateful for the opportunity to express our 
views on the grading system, and appreciate your 
consideration on this matter. 
Lawrence A. Katz 
David L. Clancy 
William A. Long 
Louis Pashman 
William P. Statsky 
Respectfully sumbitted, 
Michael J. Balanoff 
David T. Garvey 
David A. Mills 
Gerald F. Petruccelli, Jr. 
Terence M. Troyer 
(Appendices on page 11) 
And So It Goes! 
On . the Connecticut Turnpike, a gentleman as-
slgned to one of the toll collection booths is 
named Mr. Car check. Mayor Lindsay of New York 
recently hired an assistant who is reputed to be a 
kindly man. His name is Sweet. Mr. Sweet's pre-
decessor, purportedly a ruthless man, went by the 
name of Price. He left his office, Mr. Price did, to 
join an investment firm. A former president of the 
New York Stock Exchange was named Bidwell. 
And so it goes. More by accident than by design, 
a man's station in life, or a description of his char-
acter, can often be found in his name. This also occurs 
in the law. In order to provide you, your wife, your 
family and your friends with a test, not of your 
knowledge of the law, but of your sense of the absurd, 
or, more specifically, of your sense of the accidental 
correctness in things, we provide you with the follow-
ing matching test. You must match the facts, or the 
law, or clue of the case with the name of the case. 
Something in the name, as with Messrs. Bidwell, 
Car check and Sweet, is accidentally descriptive of 
the case itself. What makes the search most enjoyable 
is that you don't have to know much about the law. 
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MATCH THEM 
1. A murder case where a man allegedly pushed his 
wife off a cliff. 
2. A case which involved the "Hot Pursuit Doc-
trine." 
3. Had something to do with a communist country. 
4. One of the arguments in this case dealt with the 
question of a woman's staying long enough in 
one state to establish domicile there. 
5. The defendant's conviction for murder in the first 
degree was affirmed. 
6. The man was tried for indecent and lewd ex-
posure after two college girls noticed his exposed 
body through the window of his bedroom. 
7. The case dealt with a composition, or compro-
mise, which is where one creditor agrees to take 
less money for his debt. 
8. This case deals with a miscegenation statute 
which, as you know, prevents persons who are not 
white from marrying persons who are white. 
9. Where the court held that the loser in the case 
would be sued for the full value of a check on 
which he tried to stop payment. 
10. A man in this case was accused of stealing a 1942 
Pontiac automobile. 
1. In re Loving 
2. State v. Peery 
3. State v. Robbins 
4. Willing v. Peters 
5. Pazol v. Citizens National Bank 
6. United States v. Pink 
7. State v. Downey 
8. Matter of Newcomb 
9. The I'm Alone (Canada v. United States) 
10. People v. Ah Gee 
How did you do? To· grade yourself, use the mod-
ern, ABA approved ten point letter scale: A + = 10, 
A = 9,A- = 8,B+ = 7,B = 6,B- = 5,C+ = 4, 
C = 3, D = 2, F = O. To get your letter grade, if you 
got all of them right give yourself 5, 1-2 wrong, give 
yourself 4, 3 wrong, = 3, 4-8 wrong = 3, 9 wrong 
= 2, 10 wrong = o. 
Now that you have your number grade, translate it 
from the above modern ABA approved letter scale, 
into your letter grade. 
If you got between a C+ and a B- rejoice, you are 
in the top third of your class. 
(Answers on page 20) 
SUI JURIS 
Appendix A 
Grades Given in First and Second Year Courses, 1965-66. 
Course A+ A A- B+ B B- C+ C D F 
Contracts 
Criminal Procedure 
Federal Courts 
Corporations 
o 
o 
o 
o 
9 
5 
4 
11 8 
o 2 
1 1 
1 6 
Income Tax o 
3 
3 6 13 
Constitutional Law 
(1st year) 
Legal Research 
Creditors Rights 
Jurisprudence 
Commercial Law 
Evidence 
Estate and 
Gift Tax 
Corporate Finance 
Church/ State 
Civil Procedure 
Agency 
Equity 
Property 
Trust and Estates 
Torts 
Constitutional Law 
(2nd year) 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
2 
o 
4 
1 
4 
2 
o 
2 
o 
3 
1 
2 
o 
o 
o 
Appendices C and E have been omitted because 
they put forth the same statistical data that is present 
in appendices A, B and D. The results of Appendix C 
may be obtained by adding each vertical column in 
APRIL, 1967 
9 
9 
o 
8 
3 
6 
1 
o 
6 
o 
7 
7 
5 
o 
2 
2 
12 
o 
1 
14 
13 
14 
20 
o 
8 
13 
18 
5 
1 
11 
7 
13 
8 
4 
4 
3 
4 
13 
5 
2 
17 
17 
22 
64 
1 
9 
28 
21 
6 
1 
9 
21 
33 
30 
16 
9 
16 
6 
33 
o 
2 
28 
17 
44 
56 
o 
5 
55 
34 
3 
2 
3 
69 
57 
28 
50 
32 
53 
24 
78 
o 
o 
46 
34 
63 
18 
o 
1 
17 
27 
2 
1 
o 
65 
48 
33 
71 
60 
68 
44 
2 
o 
o 
4 
15 
13 
o 
o 
o 
o 
7 
o 
o 
1 
5 
6 
9 
13 
14 
23 
34 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
3 
o 
o 
o 
1 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
2 
5 
2 
2 
2 
Appendix A. Appendix E is the same as D except that 
E notes the number 6f credit hours attached to each 
course set forth in D. 
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Appendil< Ii 
' Grades Received, 1965-66, by the Then First year Students 
Present Rank, Rank under 100 Point Scale 
Rank under 100 
point Scale 
1 
5 
2 
3 
4 
6 
16 
7 
8 
15 
10 
13 
11 
18 
13 
9 
11 
19 
17 
21 
24 
25 
22 
20 
28 
29 
27 
23 
26 
30 
Present 
Rank 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
i5 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
B 
B+ 
B-
A-
B+ 
C+ 
B-
B-
B-
C+ 
C+ 
B 
C+ 
C+ 
B 
B-
A-
A-
C+ 
C+ 
B-
C+ 
B 
C 
B-
B-
C+ 
C+ 
B 
Contracts 
A 
A 
A-
A 
A-
B 
A 
A 
A-
A 
A-
B+ 
B+ 
A 
B 
e+ 
e+ 
C+ 
B+ 
B 
A-
B+ 
B 
B-
A-
A 
A-
B 
B+ 
A-
constitu-
tional Law 
B 
A 
B 
B-
B-
A-
C 
C 
B-
C 
B 
C 
B 
C 
A-
B-
C+ 
A-
C+ 
B 
B-
B+ 
B+ 
B-
B 
C+ 
C+ 
B-
C 
C+ 
Appendix D 
Property 
B 
B 
B+ 
B+ 
A-
B+ 
C 
C+ 
C+ 
C+ 
B-
A-
B 
B-
C+ 
B-
B+ 
C,-
B-
C 
C 
C 
C 
B-
C+ 
C+ 
C+ 
C 
B-
C 
LEgal 
Torts Research 
B+ C 
C B-
C+ A-
B- e+ 
e+ C+ 
e+ B 
B+ A 
B- B 
e+ B-
B B 
e+ B 
e+ B 
e+ B-
B- B 
C+ B-
B B-
B- B+ 
e+ B 
C+ A-
B B-
e+ B.= 
e e+ 
B- B-
B- B-
e B-
e B-
C+ B-
B- B+ 
B- B-
e+ B-
Average Grade Given in First and Second Year Courses 
1965-66 
First Year Grades 
Legal Research 
Contracts 
Agency 
Const. Law 
Procedure 
Property 
Torts 
Second Year Required 
Income Tax 
Commercial Law 
Evidence 
Corporations 
Equity 
Trust and Estates 
Const. Law 
Elective 
Criminal Procedure 
Creditors Rights 
Federal Courts 
Church/State 
Jurisprudence 
Estate and Gift 
Corporate Finance 
Students 
173 
166 
167 
170 
167 
166 
167 
118 
118 
119 
119 
118 
121 
116 
12 
2 
II 
32 
36 
19 
5 
Points 
806 
732 
720 
690 
628 
614 
574 
529 
527 
527 
524 
484 
406 
364 
84 
14 
74 
183 
203 
101 
22 
Average Grade 
4.65 
4.41 
4.31 
4.06 
3.76 
3.70 
3.44 
4.48 
4.46 
4.42 
4.40 
4.10 
3.35 
3.14 
7.00 
7.00 
6.74 
5.72 
5.63 
5.31 
4.40 
Civil 
Procedure 
B+ 
C-'-
B-
B-
B-
C 
B-
B 
B 
C+ 
C+ 
B-
C 
C+ 
B-
B 
B 
B-
e+ 
e-,-
B-
B-
C+ 
e+ 
C+ 
e+ 
C+ 
B-
C+ 
e+ 
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A Student's View of Legal Education 
From Rebellion Toward Regicide: Presumptuousness? 
The following is the second in a series of articles 
designed to present the student view of legal educa-
tion. The Editors hope that these comments will pro-
voke students to assess the philosophy underlying 
their legal training. 
The author is a 1964 cum laude graduate in Eng-
lish from St. Peter's College, Jersey City, N.j. He is 
currently a Presidential Scholar at Villanova Univer-
sity School of Law and will graduate June, 1967. Mr. 
Schuelke is also a 2nd Lieutenant in the Army Re-
serve. 
W hen you shoot at a king, you must kill him. 
Let us keep the admonition in mind, but let 
us hear the rebel out. 
In every act of rebellion, the rebel simultaneously 
experiences a feeling of revulsion at either the pres-
ence in his society of what he deems to be wrong or 
the absence of what is right - or both, and a com-
plete and spontaneous loyalty to the essentials of that 
society. Thus he implicitly brings into play a stand-
ard of values that he is prepared to support. 
Up to the point of speech he has remained silent 
and has abandoned himself to that form of apathy or 
despair in which a condition is accepted even though 
it is considered wrong. But to remain silent is to give 
the impression that one has no opinions, that one 
wants nothing, and in certain cases it really amounts 
to wanting nothing. But from the moment that the 
rebel finds his voice - even though he says nothing 
but "no" - he begins to desire and to judge. 
The legal profession needs legal education as surely 
as roses need rain; but does it need "Law School?" 
There are three levels on which, in varying degrees, 
the time-honoured system fails to achieve the "ought." 
To fathom out each from the other will require a 
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certain artificiality since arbitrary lines will have to 
be drawn, for indeed the three over-lap at points of 
mutual contribution. Nevertheless, let us try. Suppose 
a man seeks to become a writer. He must, no doubt, 
on the first level, study other writers. So he reads. 
This is nice, but this is not enough. For even on the 
theoretical level, he must examine the "how to" and 
not merely the finished product. Even while thus the-
orizing, he must move on to the second level - he 
must write; not talk about his concept of the theory 
with so many other theoreticians, but do it. And do 
it not in a vacuum of controlled conditions, but in 
the real succeed-or-starve world, if only a microcosm 
for the time being. All the while, the requirements of 
the third level must be met: he must find in his work 
more than an arena for the exercise of his verbal and 
stylistic skills; he must find there the stimulus to 
create. Find this lacking, and find stagnation. 
Certainly, the theory of the law must be learned. 
To this first level "Law School" commits all its 
resources. And just how does it go about it? Why, 
it employs the "case method" of study. Surely there 
can be no better: we probe to the heart of the process 
by examining the judicial mind itself in action. We 
analyze an actual situation from facts to law, through 
ratio decidendi to law-application. And we hypothe-
size, analogize, synthesize. And we do it and do it 
until, 10, after these three years (some, I've heard, can 
do it after two) we can think like lawyers. Or - we 
probe to the heart of what is required by the de 
facto system. That is, we whip up (or buy pre-
whipped) a brown-and-serve concoction of facts-and-
holding, listen to a fascinating recital of same, and 
sit with pens poised waiting for the "gold" on whose 
regurgitation a premium is placed by that final arbiter, 
"the exam." 
In either case, the requirements of the first level are 
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not met. For even if the ideal use of the case method 
were truly to obtain, the system fails of its purpose. 
Like the writer who only reads, case examination, 
without more, is far too retrospective. The "how to" 
lies somewhere back at the genesis of the finished 
product, and only the clairvoyant can perceive it in 
the language of the opinion itself. This is so because 
the final analysis of a case appears to be a purely 
deductive reasoning process, when in fact it is not. 
The legal process is essentially a moving classification 
system wherein the rule changes even as it is applied 
to a given fact situation, so that almost imperceptibly, 
a "rule" may come full circle after a time, having been 
expanded or contracted to include or exclude different 
facets of the basic fact situation to which it relates. 
This evolutionary process provides the dynamism 
which is necessary in order that the law might supply 
the needs of a constantly changing society. But indi-
vidual cases belie the fact that the process is thus 
every bit as much inductive as it is deductive, largely 
because of the vagaries of stare decisis. And even 
though the synthesis among these individual cases, 
which ideally is inherent in the case method, should 
provide enough of an overview to make the true 
nature of the process apparent, this is not enough. 
Unless the student is made to approach the subject 
according to its true nature, his education still flies 
wide of its mark. For like the process which is the 
subject of his inquiry, the student's learning process 
must be at least half inductive. But the case method 
seems wholly deductive; it provides general principles 
about the method from which we are to devise par-
ticular applications. If the system were, properly, in-
ductive, the student would "do it," not read about it. 
As for the not-so-ideal "wait for the gold" case 
method, nothing need be said about it except that 
nothing can be said for it. 
Assuming sub arguendo that the present method 
were properly oriented, the requirements of the first 
level still would not be met. Does the system really 
teach one to think like a lawyer? Is not a lawyer the 
primary instrument of private ordering? And as such, 
is not the greater part of his energy devoted to some 
form of societal architecture? And are not disputes 
more often resolved through negotiation than through 
one of the forms of institutional settlement? Why 
then teach him almost exclusively to think more like 
a judge than a lawyer? Learning lawyering is as much 
within the province of legal education as is learning 
law. 
Not unlike the writer who must one day move up 
14 
to the second level and write, the law student must 
move from theory to practice, and this for a dual 
reason. 
It should be self-evident that, in the first place, 
practical application is a sine qua non for the real 
acquisition of any skill. To have any transcendent 
value, this movement from thought to action must 
be a move from the ideal to the real order. Mere dis-
cussion of concepts is so much running around in 
circles in a world free of consequences, save the aca-
demic ones. To practice, in any real sense, one must 
take leave of academia. In other words, law school's 
present concept of "practice," namely, moot court 
arguments, legal writing programs and the like, is 
still life in never-never land - it just does not 
count enough to have real value. 
Secondly, it is necessary to have the real practical 
experience in order to sustain oneself within the the-
oretical world, unless that world itself provides a 
catalyst for creativity. Most of us are far too myopic 
to relate daily drudgery to ultimate values. Let us, 
then, put our knowledge to work - for real - on a 
daily basis. 
A catalyst for creativity -level three - does "Law 
School" provide it? Does "Law School" tax any more 
of a man's faculties than his memory, his verbal abil-
ity, and (at best) his analytical mind? Should it tax 
more? Not necessarily. But if it does not, it is no more 
than a trade school. Because, for the most part, it does 
not count creativity among its values, it leaves that 
faculty suspended for the duration. If you would keep 
it alive, therefore, find room for its exercise elsewhere. 
So . . . will the rebel do no more than voice his 
"no"? How does "Law School" achieve the "ought" 
on all three levels? No answers? 
No. No answers. Rebellion today, but revolution 
not until tomorrow. Rebellion pronounces the ideas, 
moving from individual experience. Only after the 
initial confrontation can we fit actions to those ideas; 
we must, alas, await the revolution to inject the 
ideas into historical experience. Rebellion, without 
claiming to solve, can at least confront the problem. 
And, to the complaint that the rebel has shot holes in 
everything that some believe in, and offered nothing 
- absolutely nothing - to take its place? You may 
recall that among the labors of Hercules, he was as-
signed to clean out the Augean stable - although, I 
might add, he was not required to fill it. 
And when you shoot at a klllg, rebel, you Ipust 
kill him - ?? From the moment that one submits his 
king to judgment, he kills him in his own heart. 
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Judge William P. Statsky prepares to make a ruling 
on Defense Counsel Edward D. Feldstein's objection 
to the introduction of evidence by plaintiff's counsel, 
William A. McCormack, Jr. (closest to blackboard) , 
BLACK LAW CLUB 
SPONSORS MOCK TRIAL 
JURY DELIBERATIONS MADE PUBLIC 
The McLaughlin Memorial Courtroom was the 
scene of a somewhat novel concept in civillitiga-
tion on Wednesday evening, February 15. The trial, 
a presentation of the Justice Black Law Club, was an 
action in tort by David A. Mills against Michael J. 
Balanoff, Mills alleging that Balanoff was negligent 
in the operation of his automobile. Plaintiff was repre-
sented by counsel Kates, Coleman, McCormack, and 
Higgins. Leicester, Feldstein, Curtiss and Petrucelli 
were attorneys for the defendant. 
At the outset, a ceremony was conducted to swear 
in all the witnesses. Professor Arthur 1. Berney, chief 
witness for the defense, refused to take the oath but 
consented to affirm. The laughter which ensued was 
to recur many times during the course of the triaL 
Counsel Robert J. Kates, in his opening statement 
for the plaintiff, pointed out to the jury the unique-
ness of this case. Mr. Kates gave a "brief outline" of 
Mr. Mills' previous heart condition, the social nature 
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of Mr. Mills' employment as a headwaiter, and the 
adverse effects which the accident has had on his 
health and distinguished position. 
Michael J. Coleman undertook to prove the plain-
tiff's case by calling as witnesses Anne Marie Di-
Cesare, an attractive twenty-eight year old model liv-
ing near the scene of the accident, Patrolman Rabert 
1. Teagan, the investigating officer, Mr. Mills' personal 
physician, Dr. Lawrence A. Katz and Mr. Mills him-
self. A series of questions, objections, exceptions, 
cross-examinations, and re-direct examinations man-
aged to establish doubt as to everything, including the 
credibility of the witnesses. 
The defense was based mainly on the testimony of 
septuagenarian, Arthur 1. Berney, a retired optome-
trist with twenty percent vision. In his opening state-
ment for the defense, Mark Leicester pointed out that 
Mr. Berney was the only impartial witness to testify. 
The evidence presented by the defendant attempted to 
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show that Mr. Balanoff was not negligent, that the 
accident was caused by Mr. Berney's puppy, Arrow, 
which allegedly dashed in front of the plaintiff's car, 
that the appearance of the dog caused the plaintiff to 
swerve his car and that this action by the plaintiff was 
the sole cause of the accident. 
After summations by counsel, Judge William P. 
Statsky explained to the jury their function and the 
laws of the Commonwealth which were applicable to 
the case. The jury then retired for deliberations, which 
were made public for the first time in the history of 
Anglo-American law. Foreman James H. Klein led the 
jurors through findings that the defendant was negli-
gent, that his negligence was the proximate cause of 
the plaintiffs injuries and that the plaintiff was not 
guilty of contributory negligence. Many formulas were 
proposed to determine damages, but, in the end, jus-
tice was served by utilizing Mr. Berney's age as the 
basis for the $72,000 award. 
Four Revere Bowls donated by an anonymous bene-
factor of the Law School were presented to counsel 
for the plaintiff, Robert J. Kates, Michael J. Coleman, 
William A. McCormack, Jr. and George V. Higgins. 
Professor McNaught was also given a Revere Bowl as 
an expression of gratitude for the time and effort 
which he had put into the presentation. 
All then retired to a reception hosted by the Law 
Wives in the faculty lounge. There was a plentiful 
supply of warm hors d'oeuvres as well as an assort-
ment of beverages. Music was provided by the Dave 
Gay Trio. 
Special thanks are due to Mrs. Patricia D. Bonelli, 
secretary of the Law School, who acted as the court 
reporter, and Charles Sullivan, President of the Justice 
Black Law Club, for their efforts in making the entire 
evenlllg a success. 
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- Special Student Offer-
Individual Volumes 
of the new 
MASSACHUSETTS 
GENERAL LAWS ANNOTATED 
cited and quoted by the courts 
Consult the Law School Book Store 
BOSTON LAW BOOK CO. 
8 Pemberton Square LA 3-6882 
Alumni Association 
Sponsors 
Gala Theatre Party-
Buffet Dinner on 
Law Day, May 1 
F or the past several years the members of the Bos-
ton College Law School Alumni Association have 
come together on May 1 to commemorate Law Day, 
U.S.A. with an annual dinner held in one of the major 
Boston hotels. 'This event has traditionally been the 
highlight of the alumni year. 
This year, in place of the usual Law Day Dinner, 
the Association has announced plans to sponsor a 
combined theatre party-buffet dinner on Monday 
evening, May 1. The film portion of the evening -
of singular relevance for graduates of Boston College 
Law School - will be the widely heralded "A Man 
For All Seasons." This film is based on Robert Bolt's 
award-winning play of the life of Thomas More and 
has been universally acclaimed as one of the great 
film classics of our time. 
The Alumni Association has obtained the Gheri I 
Theatre in Boston for the gala performance which will 
be held on Monday evening, May 1 at 7:45 P.M. 
Immediately following the film, alumni and their 
friends will adjourn to the beautiful Main Ballroom 
of the Sheraton Boston Hotel for a buffet dinner and 
social hour. The Sheraton Boston is immediately ad-
jacent to the Cheri I Theatre. 
The purchase of a single Law Day ticket - which 
remains at the customary price of $10.00 - will en-
title those attending the event to both the theatre per-
formance and the buffet dinner. The event has at-
tracted a great deal of attention and enthusiasm and a 
capacity crowd is expected. Tickets are available for 
the event from members of the committee or may be 
obtained directly from the Law School. 
Bernard J. Dwyer, - '59 is Chairman of the 1967 
Law Day event. William E. Ryan, - '46 is President 
of the Alumni Association. 
Members of the judiciary and elected public officials 
are expected to join with the alumni at the event. 
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CALL 
FOR 
CHANGE 
A Conversation With 
Joseph Szabo 
B. C. Law School 
By Chuck Sullivan 
Born in Budapest, Hungary in 1923, Joseph Szabo 
came to the United States in 1957 and enrolled in 
Boston College Law School. Previously, Mr. Szabo 
had studied at the Universities of Budapest, Geneva 
and Vienna and had served as Professor of Law at 
the University of Budapest. Since his graduation in 
1961, Mr. Szabo has engaged in the practice of inter-
national law with offices in Boston and Paris. He is 
presently involved in the preparation of a book en-
titled International Commercial Arbitration. Mr. Szabo 
recently spoke before the student body under the co-
sponsorship of the Forum and the International Law 
Club. He was later interviewed by Sui Juris. The fol-
lowing is a combination of his lecture and the inter-
vtew. 
T he present body of international law, Mr. Szabo 
began, is a confusing combination 0f two in-
compatible legal systems - one of Chinese and the 
other of Western origin. Moreover, within the West-
ern system itself, there is a conflict of principles. 
These differences, he continued, impose serious im-
pediments on world trade and must be reconciled in 
order to provide the predictability necessary for a 
truly viable trade among nations. 
Expounding further, Mr. Szabo stated that a court 
dealing with an international issue, whether it be a 
public dispute among nations or a private problem 
among individuals, is faced with several serious initial 
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questions. A court must first decide whether it is com-
petent to handle the matter, which body of law is 
applicable and whether its judgment could be en-
forced. It is only after these questions have been fav-
orably answered that the merits of the case can be 
considered. 
To illustrate the necessity for a more uniform body 
of private international law, Mr. Szabo presented the 
problem of a contract which was entered into be-
tween a Frenchman and an Englishman while flying 
over Nevada. Under the agreement, goods were to 
be shipped to Germany and California. Later, a dis-
agreement regarding the terms of shipment arose. 
Fifteen lawyers and $200,000 were required to settle 
the dispute - all because the parties had failed to 
specify which body of law would govern the contract. 
Having failed to insert this term within the contract, 
the parties would have been spared considerable time 
and expense if there had been some private inter-
national trade law in existence to which they could 
have referred their dispute. 
Although the need for such a codification presently 
exists, it will be at least fifty years before it becomes 
a reality, Mr. Szabo said, unless the major interna-
tional corporations strongly support such a change. 
Mr. Szabo continued by saying that it is essential to 
the development of international law that students 
and practioners involved in this area of the law have 
(C ontinued on page 23) 
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Speaker's 
Program 
Continues: 
Mrs. H icks Defends Neighborhood 
Schools 
W ith the publicity accorded the recently enacted 
and controversial Racial Imbalance Law, the 
Boston College Law Forum presented Mrs. Louise 
Day Hicks, a member and former chairman of the 
Boston School Committee, on Thursday, February 9. 
Mrs. Hicks, staunch foe of the new law, addressed 
herself to the educational problems of Boston's chil-
dren, and emphasized that the Racial Imbalance Law 
was the primary cause of the Committee's inability to 
create a better environment for those children. 
Before discussing the controversial law, Mrs. Hicks 
outlined the panorama against which the Racial Im-
balance Law was superimposed. She emphasized that 
there are presently 94,000 children in 189 schools at 
the phenomenal cost of $50,000,000 per year; and that 
Boston educates all children, including 24,000 non-
whites, which group increases at the yearly rate of 
1,000 students, while the white students decrease at 
an annual rate of 2,000. Mrs. Hicks contends that such 
statistical data has been overlooked by the legislators, 
and that because of these population figures, racially 
imbalanced schools will become the rule rather than 
the exception. "The Racial Imbalance Law is undemo-
cratic, un-American and diametrically opposed to the 
wishes of the citizens of Boston," insists the com-
mittee-woman. 
The law considers a racially 'imbalanced school to 
be "educationally harmful." This law, as administered, 
withholds funds to all Boston schools unless they be-
come racially balanced. In the view of Mrs. Hicks, this 
conclusion has been arbitrarily imposed by the legis-
lature without taking practical circumstances into con-
sideration. In particular, Mrs. Hicks cited the Jere-
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miah E. Burke High School, an all-girls institution. 
This school was once predominantly white, but 
now is 54% non-white which makes it, according to 
the statute, racially imbalanced. In other words, be-
cause non-whites have suddenly become the majority, 
the school is considered inferior. A more striking ex-
ample is the Quincy grammar school, unbalanced ac-
cording to the Racial Imbalance Law, whose students 
have nonetheless shown the highest level of academic 
achievement. Nearly all the students from this school 
who take the Boston Latin High Test pass. Yet, be-
cause a majority of non-whites (Chinese) attend, this 
school is "racially imbalanced" and therefore inferior. 
Mrs. Hicks insists that parents do not want what 
she calls "scatteration" plans. Instead, her thesis is to 
allow children to attend schools in the neighborhood 
in which they were raised. She insists that the legisla-
ture should attack the situation at its cause, not its 
result. The cause, she believes, is the child's societal 
environment. To this end, compensatory plans, such 
as Counterpoise, have been initiated to confront the 
culturally deprived child with experiences comparable 
to those of his middle class peers. Mrs. Hicks believes 
that these programs will eventually enable these chil-
dren to escape the squalor that stifles their develop-
ment. 
In order to eliminate racially imbalanced schools, 
it would be necessary to close down predominantly 
Negro schools and bus these children to the suburbs. 
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Mrs. Hicks contends there are no vacant seats in the 
suburbs, and she believes, suburban parents will not 
send their children into Roxbury. 
Although a preliminary equity suit in the Suffolk 
County Court resulted in a determination that the 
Boston plan for racially imbalanced schools was "well 
prepared," Mrs. Hicks and her followers are not 
through yet. They have sued to test the constitution-
aIlity of the statute. The case is now on appeal before 
the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts. 
MOOT COURT 
COMPETITION 
Philip Collier is the leader in the Commonwealth of Grimes of the Peace in Southeast Asia Committee 
(PSAC). His group applied for a permit to picket in 
front of the Superior Court Building in the City of 
Bostonia. The mayor of that city rejected the request. 
He feared disorders similar to those experienced by 
other cities in which such demonstrations had been 
held. These previous demonstrations had led to viol-
ence and, in one case, to the death of an innocent 
bystander, accidentally shot by a policeman. 
Denied permission to demonstrate anywhere in 
downtown Bostonia, while the danger of violence re-
mained, PSAC arrived at the home of the Mayor in a 
suburban section of the city and there proceeded to 
picket. Having been informed that members of the 
group often carried weapons, the Bostonia police 
stopped and frisked Collier despite his protests. The 
"frisk" produced literature on how to forpent pub-
lic unrest in Grimes. Collier was booked for conspir-
acy to incite to riot. The rest of the picketers were 
arrested under a Grimes statute outlawing residential 
picketing. 
During trial, Collier's inexperienced counsel failed 
to make timely objection to the introduction of the 
evidence seized from him. He and the others were 
convicted and their convictions were upheld by the 
appellate courts of Grimes. 
Fifteen two-man teams in the annual Grimes Moot 
Court Competition argued the constitutionality of: 
one, Collier's arrest, two, the holding at trial that he 
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The 1967-68 National Moot Court Team. Pictured 
l. to r. are Walter F. Kelly, Jr., Martin Michaelson, 
Mary Alice Stephens and Michael T. Kenney. 
inadvertently waived his right to object to introduc-
tion of the evidence, and, three, the Residential'Picket-
ing Statute. The problem was drawn up by the ten 
member Board of Student Advisors. The relatively 
small number of teams this year was attributed by 
many to curriculum changes at the law school which 
placed a particularly' heavy academic burden on the 
third semester students who were eligible to compete. 
After preliminary rounds, the final competition was 
held March 3 in the Wendell F. Grimes Moot Court 
Room at the school. The judges were Hon. J. Skelly 
Wright of the District of Columbia Circuit Court of 
Appeals, Hon. Frank M. Coffin of the First Circuit 
Court of Appeals and Prof. Paul A. Freund of the 
Harvard Law School. Representing the appellants 
were Mary Alice Stephens and David A. McLaughlin. 
Michael T. Kenney and Edward J. Holland, Jr. de-
fended the actions of the Grimes legislature and of-
ficials. Despite a decision on the merits in favor of the 
criminal defendants, the award for the best brief and 
oral advocacy went to the Kenney-Holland team with 
Kenney chosen as best speaker. 
At the annual dinner given on March 16 for the 
participants, all competitors were awarded engraved 
gavels by Mrs. Wendell F. Grimes. Special awards 
went to the winners and the runners-up. 
The Law School's 1967-68 national moot court 
team was chosen from among the participants in the 
Grimes competition. The school will be represented 
by Michael T. Kenney, Walter F. Kelly, Jr. and Martin 
Michaelson with Mary Alice Stephens as the alternate. 
The new national moot court team was selected by 
a panel consisting of Dean Larkin, the Faculty Ad-
visor, and the two members of last year's national 
team, William McCormack, Jr. and George Higgins. 
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Law Review Symposium - Consumer Credit 
T he Boston College Industrial and Commercial Law 
Review has published its 1967 Symposium on a 
timely and vital topic of public concern - Consumer 
Credit. The consumer-credit market, now approaching 
the $100-billion level, affects everyone, since all are 
consumers. The abuses of sellers and lenders in the 
credit transaction often cause substantial hardships to 
buyers and borrowers. On the other hand, a strong, 
viable credit industry is necessary to the successful 
growth of the U.S. economy. Therefore, the lawyer, 
responsible for advising clients on both sides of the 
credit transaction, must maintain an awareness of de-
velopments in the consumer-credit field. These aspects 
- economic, sociological and legal - are discussed 
in eight provocative and informative articles in the 
Symposium. 
Professors William D. Warren and Robert L. Jor-
dan, the draftsmen of the proposed Uniform Con-
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sumer Credit Code (the current project of the Na-
tional Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws) provide an introduction in which they care-
fully survey the credit areas most in need of reform. 
Reverend Robert J. McEwen, S.J., Chairman of the 
Department of Economics of Boston College, dis-
cusses the state's role in the development of consumer-
credit laws. A legislative history by Miss Barbara A. 
Curran, author of 'Trends in Consumer Credit Leg-
islation," attacks the obsolete concepts of many of 
those directly involved with such legislation. Other 
topics include: Rights and Remedies of Debtor and 
Creditor; Parties and Transactions Covered by Uni-
form Consumer-Credit Legislation; Credit Cards; The 
Real-Estate Loan; and Contractual Terms Prohibited 
by Consumer-Credit Legislation. 
The Symposium culiminates a full year's work and 
planning by the Board of Editors of Volume VIII and 
is an issue which promises to be an important con-
tribution to the legal profession. 
Professor Richard G. Huber is a member of the 
American Association of Law Schools Committee on 
Faculty Appointments and is chairman of its sub-
committee on Legal Teaching Clinics. He is a mem-
ber of the Land Use Committee of the Boston Bar 
Association and serves on its drafting subcommittee 
which currently is w01·king on a revision of Mass. 
General Laws, Chapter 180, on Charitable Corpora-
tions. The distinguished Professor is also an associate 
editor of the Massachusetts Law Quarterly. 
On April 22, Mr. Huber was a panelist on the 
New England Law Institute's Seminar on Municipal 
Law and discussed the subject of "Subdivision Con-
trol." 
As a resident of Newton, Prof. Huber serves on 
the Mayor's Advisory Committee on Urban Beauti-
fication and is chairman of that city's Council of Civic 
Improvement Association. 
A nswers to Matching T est 
1-7; 2-9; 3-6; 4-8; 5-10; 
6-2; 7-4; 8-1; 9-5; 10-3. 
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International 
Law Program 
Inaugurated 
T his year Boston College Law School established a 
Society of International Law whose activities have 
been centered on two basic programs. The first project 
was a series of talks given by people active in inter-
national law. Joseph Szabo, Esq. of Boston met several 
times with students interested in international law, 
and in March he spoke before the Law School Forum 
where he outlined some aspects of private interna-
tionallaw. The Law School also was privileged to hear 
Professor Julius Stone of the University of Sydney. 
Professor Stone, who has written extensively on in-
ternational law, read a paper on "The Equality of 
Nations and International Justice." 
The second project of the year was participation in 
the Jessup International Moot Court Competition. 
The hypothetical problem involved a claim of sover-
eignty over the moon by France. France had signed, 
but not ratified, the Outer Space Treaty of 1966 which 
provided that lunar territory is not subject to claims 
of national sovereignty. The French Lunar expedition 
had been sent to the moon with the aid of Soviet 
space equipment and facilities. The United States 
disputed the claim before the International Court of 
Justice and asserted its own right to certain valuable 
minerals taken from within the lunar territory claimed 
by France. 
The oralists in the competition were James Klein 
and Charles Sullivan. Charles Corkin, William Don-
nelly and Neil Guiney assisted in preparation of the 
briefs; one for France and one for the United States. 
The Regionals for the Competition were held at Syra-
cuse Law School on April 8, 1967, with a total of six 
teams competing. The team from Boston College Law 
School defeated Syracuse and New York University 
while Harvard defeated Columbia and Syracuse. After 
tabulation of the judges' score sheets, Harvard was 
awarded first place over Boston College by a score of 
149-142. 
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Father Francis Nicholson, S.]., who has been very 
helpful to the International Law Society, went to Syra-
cuse with the team and was a judge in several of the 
other arguments. 
Next year, while present programs will be contin-
ued and strengthened, the Society hopes to become 
affiliated with the American Society of International 
Law Students. In addition, correspondence with law 
schools in other countries will begin in the hope that 
mutually beneficial contacts may be established. The 
Society is especially interested in hearing from alumni 
of Boston College Law School who would be willing 
to speak to students on subjects relating to interna-
tionallaw. 
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ALUMNI 
NEWS 
1936-
Judge Alfred C. Knight was ap-
pointed by Governor Volpe as Pro-
bate Judge of Barnstable County, 
Massachusetts. 
1948-
Robert J. D eG iacomo, a former 
First Assistant Attorney General of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
has joined the firm of Maloney, Wil: 
Iiams, Baer and Doukas as a partner. 
1949-
Donald W. Cushing was appointed 
by Governor King as Probate Judge 
of Merrimac County, New Hamp-
shire. 
1950-
Mrs. Mary M . Brennan was ap-
pointed as an Assistant U.S. Attorney 
for the District of Massachusetts. 
1951 -
W illiam J. Reynolds has become 
the first Democratic Mayor ever 
elected in the town of Newington, 
Connecticut. 
1956 -
John H. Brebbia has joined the 
firm of Alston, Miller and Gaines of 
Atlanta, Georgia as a partner. He 
will be in their Washington, D.C. 
office. 
Donald N . Sleeper, Jr. has been 
elected Moderator of the town of 
Burlington and has a new office 
(branch) at the Colonial Building, 
35 Center Street in Burlington, Mas-
sachusetts. 
1957 -
Thomas Murphy has been elected 
a Sel ectman in the Town of Burling-
ton, Massachusetts. 
1958-
Raymond]. Kenney, Jr. has formed 
a partnership with Ephraim Martin, 
Harold E. Magnuson and Clement 
McCarthy at 73 Tremont Street, Bos-
ton. Mass. and 22 Shattuck Street, 
Lowell, Massachusetts. 
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1959-
Michael J. Batal , Jr. was elected a 
Director of Merrimac Valley Na-
tional Bank. 
G eorge G. Burke, elected as Dis-
trict Attorney in N orfolk County, is 
the youngest District Attorney in the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
D avid B. Slater, president of Mis-
ter Donut of America, is also serving 
as co-director of Operation F.I.T. 
1960-
Paul Amico has been elected a Se-
lectman in the Town of Winchester. 
Barrett S. W ayne has been named 
Secretary of M orse Shoe, Inc. 
1962-
Paul F. Cronin has become a pa.rt-
ner in the firm of Pratt, Moore, Bortz, 
and Case, 1100 First National Bank 
Building, Honolulu, Hawaii. 
Captain Charles W. D ixon has 
been decorated with the Bronze Star 
Medal for meritorious achievement 
while engaged in military operations 
against Viet Cong forces. 
John J . N yhan, president and 
Board Chairman of the Guaranty 
Trust Co. of Waltham was voted 
"Outstanding Young Man" by the 
Waltham Junior Chamber of Com-
merce. 
1963-
Barry 1. W ieder has become as-
sociated with the law firm of Nathan 
Hillman at 89 State Street in Boston . 
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1964 -
Edward F. Barry, Jr. and Edward 
D. Tarlow have announced the re-
moval of their offices to 15 Court 
Square, Boston, Massachusetts. 
Robert F. Dwyer has been named 
by the South Shore National Bank to 
head the Bank's Trust Department. 
Joseph G. M . V idoli has been ap-
pointed by Governor Rhodes as As-
sistant Attorney General for the State 
of Ohio. 
1966-
Thomas L, Leen was commissioned 
a second lieutenant in the U.S , Air 
Force. 
Crystal Lloyd is now associated in 
general practice with the law firm of 
Sherburne, Powers and Needam in 
Boston. 
Robert E. Sullivan was commis-
sioned as Ensign in the U.S . Naval 
Reserve. 
CORRECTION: Mr . Joseph W arner , 
class of 1961, has become a partner in 
the law firm of Hemengway and 
Barnes at 73 Tremont Street, Boston 
and not an associate as was previously 
reported. 
IN MEMORIAM 
Telex J. Richard 
Thomas]. Foley 
B dne 
Edward T. Duggan 
James R. Gallagher 
Albert E. Boyle 
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Many of the items in this sec-
tion have appeared courtesy of 
Sheila E. McGovern '60 who has 
volunteered to act as a collector 
of alumni information for all 
classes. Please send any "newsy 
items" concerning Law School 
g rads to SUI JURIS or to M iss 
McGovern at the Probate Court, 
East Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
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Joseph Szabo 
(Continued from page 17) 
a full understanding of the legal history and political 
structure of the nations of the world. For example, in 
representing a client who is about to make an invest-
ment in the manufacture and sale of goods within the 
Common Market, it is necessary that the lawyer un-
derstand the political repercussions of his client's ac-
tions among the partner countries. 
Mr. Szabo concluded his visit to the law school by 
emphasizing the necessity for the continuance of the 
United Nations. For its work in the area of private 
international arbitration alone, the UN justifies its ex-
istence. Finally, it is the only vehicle we presently 
have for solving international disputes of any sort and 
must, therefore, be supported if we are to ever build 
an effective international organization. 
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In January, Associate Dean Francis M. Larkin was 
appointed by Senator Edward M. Kennedy to the 
newly formed sixteen member state Democratic Ad-
visory Council. Dean Larkin, the youngest member 
of the council, explained, in an interview with Sui 
Juris, that the function of the Council will be to 
provide long range substantive guidelines for the 
future of the Democratic Party in Massachusetts . "For 
example, an accurate forecast of population trends and 
of the impact of future needs on the fiscal condition 
of the state will allow the party to establish sound pro-
grams for school buildings, hotfsing, transportation 
and other services. Such studies will permit the state 
to cope with social and economic problems with the 
same speed and dexterity which we have exhibited in 
the technological domain." 
Other m embers of the Council include former Am-
bassador to India]. Kenneth Galbraith; the former 
Science Advisor to President Kennedy, Jerome Weis-
ner; Retired General and former Ambassador to 
France, James M. Gavin; Daniel P. Moynihan, Direc-
tor of the Harvard-MIT Joint Center for Urban Stud-
ies, and the noted Economist Paul A. Samuelson. 
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Sir Robert Filmer Proved ... 
Yon Can't Try a Witch Legally! 
Filmer based his argument on the ancient law that you can't 
convict an accessory before the principal is tried or outlawed 
for nonappearance. Well, a witch was clearly an accessory 
of the Devil. And how on earth could you summon the Devil 
or outlaw him for nonappearance? An ingenious way to 
prove you can't try a witch, legally! 
The Devil and witchcraft are not likely to 
concern a lawyer who reads this journal, but 
he may find himself bedeviled at times by cer-
tain financial intricacies involved in estate 
planning. At such times it is good to know 
about the experience and proved competence 
of Shawmut's Trust Officers. Won't you let us 
convince you? 
Story from Curiosities of The La.w Reporters, 
Franklin Fiske Heard: ---p,:inted!OT""W . S. 
Bartlett by Lee & Shepard, Boston, 1871. 
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